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THE ISSUE OF THE SECOND FRONT 


CANNON "UNRAVELS" THE IMPERIALIST POLICY 


| | NQUESTIONABLY, by mowing the 
precise reason why the "democ- 
_ vatic" imperialists gave the Nazis a 
free hand to throw virtually the en- 
tire weight of the German war machine 
upon the Soviet Union can the workers 
understand the present policy of in- 
ternational imperialism. An extremely 
plausible-looking explanation is of- 
fered by the paper of the Socialist 
Workers Party headed by Cannon: 


"“Thig is what the 'democratic! 
imperialists want — . wuthed .. ox- 


haustion of Germany and the U.S.S.R. 


even with the 
Caucuses lost, the Soviet yasses 
will want to fight on, and they 
comt upon them to keep Germany 
tied up until the Allied armies are 
strong enough to take on a serious 
fight with Germany. The fact that 
the U.S.SRe is being bled white in 
the meantime occasions no regrets 
to the capitalists who have always 
wanted to destroy the Soviet 
regime." (Tho Militant, August 1, 
1942.) 


They know that 


As we have said, this explanation 
appears to be quite plausible. But is 
4t correct? Some years back, when the 
imperialists were laying the founda- 
tion for the present set-up,Cannon had 
an entirely different peqenonss 
regarding the relation een a 
Nagis and the “democratic eeackaary 
ists, and of the preparations of wo 
imperialism against the Soviet Unione 


To test today's evaluation given 


to 
by The Militant it is necessary 
sie priefly the present phase of 


world's historye 


In September 1939 Hitler armies 
invaded Poland. Following upon this 
event, the "democratic" imperial ists 
of England and France declared war on 
Nazi Germany. Without a moment's 
hesitation, the leaders of the "Comin- 
tern" announced +o the workers that 
this was an “imperialist war" much 
similar in character to the world war 
of 1914-18. It was even vaguely and 
boastfully intimated that indirectly 
the shaping of the situation was as- 
sisted by the "brilliant" policy of 
Stalin which, it was alleged, had 
pushed the imperialists into fighting 
each other. The claim was made that 
Stalin's "Non-aggression Pact" with 
Hitler had diverted the Nazis from an 
attack upon the Soviet Union and 
turned them against the "democratic" 
imperialists. 


Unhesitatingly the Trotskyites, 
and semi-Trotskyites (Ochler) stated 
positively that the foremost capital— 
ist powers in Europe had become en- 
gaged in a life-and-death struggle,had 
launched an "imperialist war" for the 
redivision of the earth, basically like 
the imperialist war of 1914-18, They 
differed with the "Comintern" as to 
the story that Stalin's maneuver would 
save the Soviet Unionand said kn game. 
Hitler a go-ahead signal to attack Po~ 
land and thus involved Hitler in an 
imperialist war with England and 
France. They added a scientific- 
sounding explanation that imperialist 
contradictions were mainly responsible 
for the September 1939 turn of history. 


We, on the contrary, gave an en- 
tirely different evaluation of the po-~ 
litical reality behind the official 


eons 


declaration of war by the ‘democracies" 
against Nazi Germany in September 1939 
— an evaluation sharply opposed to 
the one given by the "Comintern" or by 
the Trotskyites. Declaration of war 
does not yet constitute war; the cons 
dition called war is a real contest by 
force and is filled with military aca 
tion of the countries involved. His« 
tory has demonstrated that war can ex- 
ist witnout any declaration, and it is 
equally true that declarations can be 
made without being followed by real 
war. Specifically, in the September 
1939 situation real war raged only in 
Poland. Close observation of the 
situation in the West pointed to the 
conclusion that the big imperialist 
powers were not engaged in actual con- 
flict. The British and French imperi- 
alists gave no assistance to Poland. 
The military "activity" which unfolded 
on the so-called Western Front was in 
sharp contrast to that of 1914. There 
was some firing reported to have taken 
place in Saarbrucken. While the Nazi 

bandits tore through the Polish toms 
leaving behind rivers of blood and 
mountains of wreckage, some French 
soldiers were sent to occupy a small 
wood, then, withovt a fight, were 
quietly withdrawn. Nazi aviators 
poured death and destruction upon Po- 
lish villages. But British aviators 
flying over Germany dropped leaflets 
instead of attempting to bom} troop 
concentrations or military trains car= 
rying supplies to the Nazi army in Po- 
land. 


Between the British and French 
"democracies" on the one hand, and 
Fascist Germany on the other, it was 
mock war, pure and "simple.” As a 
matter of fact, the bourgsois corres~ 
pondents themselves referred to the 
situation in the West as the "phoney 
war." 


Everything pointed to a different 
method, complex and surprising, by 
means of which the policy of the 
Chamberlain period of collaboration 
with Nazi Germany was being continued 
behind the cloak of a sham declaration 
of Nwar, | 


A real war among the imperialists 
could mean nothing else except a 


struggle for colonies, markets and the 


enslavement of nations and the toiling 
masses with a terrible danger of a 
proletarian revolution constantly fac-- 
ing the antagonists. But what could 
be the purpose af a mock war? We 
could see no other purpose than the 
organization of an attack upon the 
vast and rich territory of the Soviet 
Union. That country had been snatched 
out of the world capitalist system by 
a proletarian revalution, and though 
it was half-strangled by a putrid 
burocracy it still retained the rem- 
nants of October 1917, the social- 
ized form of property. The first pro- 
letarian State was the only existing 
place closed to private capitalisi 
exploitation by world imperialism. As 
events unfolded, the French imperia.-. 
ists opened the gates of France to tho 
Nazis and placed the French toilecs 
under the police surveillance of the 
Gestapo hangmen, we realized the fuli 
aim of the exploiters: to destroy tie 
Soviet Union and establish a Fascist— 
military regime of slavery throughout 
the entire world. 


Then came the organization of the 
Balkans under Nagi control to provide 
Hitler's army with food and oil. The 
attack upon the Soviet Union was a 
stupendous task and only ome capital- 
ist power was geographically and poli- 
tically suited to fulfill it — Nazi 
Germany. The German imperialists could 
accomplish the double task, to hoid 
down the masses of Europe and destroy 
the Stalinized Soviet Union only on 
condition that they were not engaged 
in a war with other powers and that 
there was no immediate danger of such 
&@ ware 


No real war was being waged 
against the German imperialists in the 
West and only by hastdgrbemgiven to 
understand that could Hitler safely 
plunge into the most gigantic counter- 
revolutionary enterprise capitalisn 
has ever plotted. On June 2c, 194i, 
with the industrial fabric of Europs 
organized to sustain Hitler's war 
machine, the Nazi forces advanced up9n 
the Sovist Union to transform itha 
socialized property established by Oc- 
tober into capitalist private proporty 
whose most outstanding international 
gendarme is Hitler. 


As Stalin's army was being deci- 
mated and the Nazis were sweep- 
ing toward Kiev, Odessa and Leningrad, 
Over a year ago, there arose an outcry 
for the Second Front. The Stalinist 
burocrats, naturally, were the loudest, 
then, as now, in demanding the Second 
Front. The Stalinist cry persisted 
but the "democratic" voices which also 
called for the Second Front, gradually 
dropped out of the chorus: "London's 
newspapers had toned their demands for 
an invasion dowm to a mere whisper" 


(The New York Times, Oct. 12, 1941). 


When the demand for the Second 
Front first arose it was presented as 
entirely possible of fulfillment be- 
cause the bulk of the Nazi army was 
tied up in the East. This possibility 
existed even in the Summer of 1941 
when England was the lone imperialist 
power left supposedly fighting the 
Nazis. But how much more feasible — 
if the "war" in the West were real — 
it is to open the Second Front after 
the greatest industrial and naval pow. 
er in the world,the United States, has 
joined England in the “war against the 
Axis"! By the Summer of 1942, on the 
occasion of the second tremendous of~ 
fensive of the Nazis, this time toward 
the Volga and the Caucasian oil fields, 
a great clamor for the Second Front 
reverberated throughout the soviet 
Union and the "democratic" world. As 
in the Sunmer of 1941,the hypocritical 
capitalist newspaper editors expostu- 
lated with their masters: now was the 
opportunity to strike at Hitler! The 
editor of a leading American imperial- 
ist mouthpiece wrote: 


"It 4s exactly thirteen months 
ago that Hitler launched his 
treacherous attack upon Russia. 
That attack may have been a fatal 
error. It is still too early to 
say. But when the attack on Russia 
began it certainly presented a 
hitherto wundreamed-of opportunity 
to the enemies of Hitler. Winston 
Churchill recognized this fact at 
ence. Our own Lease-Lend program 
had already been in operation for 
more than four months, and the Pre- 
sident also expressed full recogni- 
tion of the extent of the opportu- 
nity presented." (The New York 


@ Oh 


Times, July 22, 1942.) 


And this capitalist editor shed 
crocodile tears that the opportunity 
was not being taken advantage of: 


"But one is compelled to add 
that the actual results achieved by 
either England or the United States 
in taking advantage of this oppor- 
tunity have so far been profoundly 
disappointing. When the opportu- 
nity first presented itself most 
observers feared that it might last 
only for a few weeks. It has now 
continued for thirteen months, yet 
the visible results in taking ad- 
vantage of it seem incredibly 
emall." (Ibid.) 


In unison with these insincere 
sentiments the Stalinist burocrats, 
hardened fakers and deceivers of the 
workers, made a pretense of believing 
that the "democratic" leaders could be 
persuaded to open a front against Hit- 
ler if an earnest-appearing plan could 
be presented for such action. Wm. Z. 
Foster, one of the Stalinist leading 
American flunkeys, declared: 


“As things now stand militarily 
Great Britain and the United States 
are allowing the Soviet Union to 
face alone Hitler's great armed 
might, while three or four millions 
of their own troops, armed to the 
last detail, vegetate idly in the 
British Isles. But it is simply 
demanding +0o much of the USSR to 
expect it to defeat the combined 
armies of Germany, Italy, Rumania, 
Finland, Slovakia and Hungary, with 
all of industrial Europe behind 
them; not to speak of the Soviet 
Union's being compelled to hold 
some ‘two million soldiers in the 
Far East to forestall an attack by 
Japan." (Daily Worker, July 14, 
1942.) 


Foster even went to the ludicrous 
extent of sounding a "warning" of dis- 
aster to the "democracies" if they did 
not open the Second Front soon: 


"A too long delay might cause 
irretrievable disaster to the 


United Nations. The Roose valt— 
Churchill-Molotov agreements for a 


PB 


second front in Europe this year 
should be put into effect immedi- 
ately." (Ibid.) 


But just as in 1941 so in 1942, 
while Hitler is pressed for reinforce- 
ments and is compelled to import tre- 
mendous numbers of French and other 
workers to release the German workers 
for the front, the bourgeois editors, 
having fulfilled the task of appearing 
as friends of the Soviet Union, again 
have dropped the noise for the inva 
sion of the Continent. A cable fran 
London stated: 


"Meantime, the newspapers virtu- 
ally had dropped their invasion 


demands»" (New York World-Telegran, 
July 27, 1942.) 


x * * 


ANNON'S paper, claiming to ex- 
plain the absence of a Second 

Front, states that the "democracies" 
are gathering strength "to take on a 
serious fight with Germany." Does the 
present or the former line of the 


Trotskyites correctly reflect the 
world situation of the last three 
years? The previous Trotskyite line 


which preceded September 1939 was com 
posed of two elements: the basic ele- 
ment that the world imperialists were 
drawing closer together in a policy to 
attack and destroy the Soviet Union, 
and the general, theoretical abstrac- 
tion that the imperialists would com 
mence a war among themselves. Below 
wo offer the basic Trotskyist prognos-— 
4s which specifically showed Hitler's 
attitude toward the "democracies" and 
the Soviet Union, and the attitude of 
Britain and France toward the Fascist 
powers at the time when imperialism 
was laying the foundation for the pre- 
sent world situation: 


"Hitler thus evidently does not 
share the notion of the Stalinist 
burocracy that there is a profound 
contradiction between the democrat— 
ic and fascist states of Europe. He 
boldly envisages a united front of 
capitalist nations, fascist and 
democratic alike, directed at the 
heart of the Soviet state. Britain 
always has and still does nurture 


this same notion. It was the 
central tenet of France's foreign 
policy up until 1933and dt-i@ not at 
all beyond the realms of possibili- 
ty that France may revert to it 
tomorrow. 


"Hitler sees one fundamental 
gontradiction in the modern world, 
the contradiction between the cap- 
italist states and the Soviet Uni. 
He also sees what Stalin sees far 
298s Clearly and with far less 
interest, the contradiction betwen 
the proletariat and capitalist 
Classes of all nations. His appeal 
is against Bolshevism and on that 
appeal he has staked his whole 
regimo." (New Militant, March 14, 
1936. Emphasis in original.) 


Is this earlier Cannon-Shachtman 
view of the relations between the "de- 
mocracies"-Hitler and the Soviet Union 
correct? Although this was written by 
the Trotskyites in 1936, it is still 
the only correct view in so far as the 
relation of world imperialism toward 
the Soviet Union is concerned, while 
the new line of Cannon's is nothing 
but a cloud of dust. As is well knom 
to Cannon, since Hitler was placed in 
power by the bourgeoisie, due primari- 
ly to Stalinism,he received tremendous 
assistance from international finance 
capital. 


In those days Cannon (and Shacht- 
man) although pointing out to inter- 
imperialist friction and rivalries 
which always exist in the imperialist 
world, analyzed the situation as being 
predominantly one of imperialist co- 
operation against the Soviet Unione 


Cannon (and Shachtman) showed 
that it was the "democratic" imperial- 
ists who tore up the Treaty of Ver- 
sailles (see the Trotsekyite article, 
"England Ends Versailles Treaty," New 
Militant, July 6, 1935) and allowed 
the Nazis to organize a huge army. Can 
non (and Shachtman) kmew that the "de- 
mocratic" imperialists allowe a 
Hitler to occupy Austria. The Trotsky- 
4te leaders know all this. They indi- 
cated that Hitler was piling up dyna- 
mite for an explosion, and which 
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country would be the target of the mi- 
litary preparations: 


"The aim of the explosion ig al 
Teady apparent: it is directed 


against the U.S.S.R." (New Militant, 
August 3, 1935.) 


And when the explosion was draw 
ing closer and closer, Cannon and 
Shachtman wrote the following: 


"At Munich Chamberlain, Daladier, 
Mussolini, and Hitler came together 
in recognition of the fact that 
nothing could be more fatal to all 
of them than the outbreak of an 
inter-imperialist war which none of 
their regimes would survive." 
(Edgtorial, Socialist Appeal, Oct. 
3, 1938, p. 1.) 


This was a perfect estimation of 
the world imperialist policy. This 
accurate estimation the Trotskyite 
leaders dropped from their line and, 
flying in the face of the fact that 
the imperialists are not really fight— 
ing among themselves, the Trotskyites 
have been pushing forward that part of 
their former line which history has 
repudiated. After the phoney war com 
menced between the British-French im- 
perialists and the Nazis, and Hitler 
had cut a fiery trail through Poland 
toward the Soviet Union,stopping there 
only for the final preparations, the 
establishment of Fasciem in France and 
the organization of Europe for his 
army's needs, then Cannon and Shacht- 
man "forgot" the correct part of their 


That the Trotskyite leaders know 
well it is their old prognosis that 
proved correct, not the new one they 
adopted since September 1939, we have 
no doubt. With respect to the atti- 
tude of world imperialism toward the 
Soviet Union they showed their perspi- 
cacity even before Hitler had actually 
been given the power by world imperi- 
alism. Prior to the prosent concrete 
setting of the line of international 
4mperialism, Camnon and Shachtman gave 
the following crystal-clear prognosis 
of the approaching historical period: 


"Hitler can preserve himself in 


\\Jeus history 
1939 can be divided 


power only as a counter-revolution- 
ary agent of France and the other 
great powers, only as the butcher 
of the German proletarian vanguard, 
only as the primary instrument in a 
military attack on Russia." (The 
Left Opposition's Resolution at tl 
New York Anti-War Conference, The 
Militant, August 13, 1932. My em 

phasis = G.Me) 


Nothing could be more accurate} 
The only point that could be added to 
this perfect and truly remarkable 
prognosis is that world imperialism 
has made use of Hitler not only as 
"the primary instrument in a military 
attack" on the State of socialized 
property and not only as the butcher 
of the German, but as the butcher of 
the international proletarian vanguard. 
His role today is that of an inter- 
national Kornilov secretly supported 
by al] the imperialists. 


The above-cited Trotskyist prog- 
nosis goes once more to show that the 
Trotekyite leaders quite often give 
correct theoretical blue-prints of the 
coming stage of history, only to vio~ 
late and disregard them when they 
actually become fulfilled in concrete 
form. 


since September 
into two 
main phases. Up to June 22, 1941 im- 
perialism, behind the smokescreen of a 
sham war, equipped the Nazi army for 
its big job of destroying the Sovi et 
Union and for extending the Fascist 
military syetem of capitalist rule.Thn 
came the second phase: the sham war 
among the imperialists continued vhile 
the Nazis marched their armies into the 
Soviet Union. This move by the German 
imperialists would have beon an insane 
act if the war among the imporialiss 
were real, for already at that time 
Hitler faced the apparent threat of 
the greatest of all werid powersy,. : tie 
Dodted. States. 


In the sham war the masses, with- 
out realizing the truth, saw the 
magic-like entry of the Nazis into 
such fortresses as Sedan,Liege, Nenur, 
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Antwerp, Paris. The greatest fortress 
in Europe, Verdun, was occupied by the 
Nazis in twenty-four hours without re~ 
sistance. The most powerful military 
and naval base of the Far East, Singa- 
pore, was "taken" by a numerically 
negligent Japanese force in a week, 
with the British rulers putting up a 
comedy of defense. 


On the other hand, in the place 
where the military fight is real, in 
the Soviet Union, the masses witness a 
furious struggle,perhaps the bloodiest 
in history. In contrast to the Verdun 
of 1940 — not the Verdun of the real 
war of 1914-1918 — there is an agoniz 
ing and stubborn defense of Sevastopl, 
of Leningrad and other cities. As 
against the farce in first-class forte 
resses of Hongkong and Singapore, there 
is a terrible drawn-out, hand-to~hand 
battle of Stalingrad, a mere industri- 


al city. This battle of Stalingrad 
eren the bourgeoisie itself adnits 
to be of titanic proportionse— "The 


greatest battle of all times...." (Tho 
New York Times, September 20, 1942.) 


An interesting slip of the pen 


recently appeared in The Militant, as 
follows: 


"The Stalinist campaign for the 
second front brings sharply to the 
fore one undeniable fact, namely, 
that the Soviet Union has been 
fighting ALONE and with its om 


resources throughout the fifteen 
months of war." (John G.Wright, 
The Militant, October 3, 1942. 


Capitals mine - G.M.) 


This is an indirect admission 
that the "democracies" have not been 
really fighting the German imperial- 
ists in the last fifteen months of 
this “Second World Imperialist War" as 
the Trotskyites persistently call the 
present period. (See the Political 
Resolution of the Convention of the 
Socialist Workers Party, The Militant, 
October 17, 1942.) But did the "de- 
mocracies" and the Fascist states 
really fight each other in the first 
fifteen months of this "Second World 
Imperialist War"? When,— during the 
Nazi invasion of Poland? Or perhaps 
during the many months of the Sitz 


krieg on the “Western Front"? Even 
the bourgeois correspondents were pok~ 
ing fun at the inaction on the part of 
both the "democracies" and the Nazis, 
labelling the situation, "Phoney War," 
"Second Bore War" and other sarcastic 
names. The fact is that the "democ- 
racies" never fought the German impe~ 
rialists either in the first or in the 
last period of this "Second World. 
Imperialist War." In those days, the 
Trotskyite leaders themselves were 


compelled to describe the "strange" 
policy of the "democratic" erial—- 
sts as "their waiting game" (Social- 


ist Appeal, February 3, 1940). Only, 
the Trotskyite leaders concealed the 
truth to which they had often been 
pointing previously, that the actual 
game was to have the Nazis put in high 
fighting gear their war machine pre- 
paratory for the assault upon the 
Soviet Union. 


Another interesting question 
arises in connection with the slip 
made by John G. Wright. If, as he 
says, it is an indisputable fact that 
the Soviet Union has been fighting 
@lone, then what has been the bombard- 
ment of Cologne, Bremen and other Ger~ 
man cities? What of the see-saw "war" 
in the African desert? What is the . 
meaning of perennial bombings of the 
Goadsexnam and Sharnhorst? How explain 
the raid on Dieppe? The sinking of 
ships? Does it all represent an 
inter-imperialist war? And if it does, 
how can the Trotskyites say the So- 
viet Union has been fighting alone? 
On the other hand, if, as Wright says, 
4t is an “undeniable fact" that only 
the Soviet Union is fighting German 
imperdaidem, then obviously, all sf 
these bombardments and desert “can 
paigns" are merely a smoke-screen to 
cover up this fundamental fact. 


Naturally, the Trotskyite leaders 
will never give an honest answer to 
these questions. Although the whole 
situation, since September 1939, cor- 
roborates their former correct oevalu- 
ation of the politico-historical atti- 
tude of the entire imperialist world 
toward the Soviet Union, and rejects 
their present story of the “Second 
World Imperialist War," they will per- 
sist to the end. 


And sooner or later the end will 


on Yn 


arrive. Neither the imperialists nor 
the opportunists can prevent the 
eventual mass explosion against the 
international Fascist policemen, Hit- 
ler, Mussolini and the Mikado and 
their secret eollaborators, the "dem- 


ecratio" exploiters. The explosion 

will throw a revealing light upon the 

ghastly machinations of world imperial- 
ism and will expose to the workers tke 

deceptive explanations of the psew o- 

Marxist opportunists. 


E ISSUE OF THE SECOND most 


II. 


SHACHTMAN AND THE BOURGEOIS EVASIONS 


{ 
| HE leaders of the "democracies" 
have made it very clear what 
their policy is with regard to the 
issue of establishing a second frot 
in Europe. The so-called "delay" in 
opening the second front - an indirect 
admission of the existence of only one 
front, in the Soviet Union ~— has 
called for explanations by the ideolo- 
gists of the bourgeoisic. Numerous 
"reasons" have been printed in the 
Capitalist pross to convince the work- 
ergs of the necessity of "postponement" 
of the Second Front. It is well knom, 
however, that the major part of the 
Nazi forces ic inextricably involved 
in the Soviet Union. Moreover, many 
divisions of Hitler's army are tied 
down policing cities and towns in the 
Ukraine, Poland, Czechoslovakia, the 
Zow Countries, Norway, the Balkans and 
above all in France. Hence, were the 
"democracies" under such circumstances 
to stage a genuine invasion of the 
European Continent, the German imperi- 
alists would find themselves in great 
difficulty, compelled to detail a huge 
army to resist such an invasion. 


Many of the apologists of the 
“dmmocracies" assure the workers that 
the "democratic" powers do not possess 
today enough mechanized equipment and 
troops to open on the continent of 
Europe a second theatre of operations 
against Hitler. Living under condi-~ 
tions of systematic deception, the 


workers no doubt believe these expla 
nations. Especially is it difficult 
for the workers to get at the truth 
because the stories of alleged inade~ 
quaee preparations on the part of the 
“allies” of Stalin find support also 
from supposedly Marxist organizations. 


Presenting the excuses of the 
capitalist mnewspapermen as bona fide 
facts, the official organ of the Work- 


ers Party headed by Max Shachtman 
declared: 

"One of the chief reasons given 

for the failure of the Allies to 

open the second front is the lack 


of sufficient material preparatim 
— not enough planes, not enough 
trained pilots and mechanized 
troops, insufficient cargo planes 


and transports. There can be no 
denying these rie (Labor 
Action, August 17, 1942. My em- 


phasis - G.M.) 


An examination of these "facts" 
reveals that they are in conflict with 
the steady flow of information coming 
from authoritative "democratic 
statesmen and leaders themselves. 
Their statements have been filling the 
pages of the capitalist press with 
descriptions of the condition of 
IMaterjal strength and preparations of 
the "democratic" powers. 


The question of "sufficient mate- 
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rial preparations" can easily be jug- 
gled by unscrupulous people who have 
an axe to grind, for there has been set 
no definite limit which, when reached, 
can be declared as sufficient for 
opening an attack in Europe. Casting 
aside sophistry, however, one can 
logically assume that if the "Allies" 
possess a greater weight of military 
means than the Fascist powers, an 
attack is feasible — provided the 
policy is that of a real war against 
the "Axis" imperialists. 


Let us examine "facts" which 
Shachtman's paper says "there can be 
no denying." 


The claim was made of “insuffici- 
ent cargo planes." On August 14, 1942, 
the New York World-Tolegram printed a 
U.P. dispatch under the heading "U.S. 
Now Abiteast of Axis in Making Huge 
Cargo Planos." The dispatch stated that 
Donald W. Douglas of the Douglas Air. 
craft Co.e,made it knom that "Already 
the United States is fully abreast of 
Nazi achievements in air transport.!" 
Since most of Hitler's 
air transport goes to the front in the 
Soviet Union, and a good proportion of 
it is destroyed there, it is obvious 
. that in the field of air transport the 
Allies are superior to Hitler. 


We can proceed now to verify how 
much basis there is for another "fact" 
Shachtman's paper picked up? "not 
enough planestWemrstconstantly bear in 
mind, in connection with the issue of 
the second front, that the Nazis suf— 
fer terrible losses in men, tanks and 
planes in the Soviet Union, where the 
greatest part of their air force is 
tied up. Three months before Shacht- 
man's paper declared there could be no 
denying the "fact" of shortage of 
planes, Glenn L. Martin,well know air- 
plane manufacturer, revealed that the 
United States aircraft production in 
May 1942 was almost twice as great as 
that of the Nazis ("'Our Air Output 
Double Nazis,* Martin reveals." WorZd— 
Telegram, May 22, 1942). This does 


not include England, C@nada and other 


parts of the British Empire. Martin 
showed that this has been achieved 
before the converted auto plants began 
making planes: 


production of 


"Even before converted automo 


bile plants have atarted rolling 
out Airplanes on the assembly line, 
American war aircraft production 


now is nearly twice that of Nazi 
Germany, Glenn L. Martin told ™m 


gaudience of 2500 at the annual pre 
sentation of American design awards 
sponsored by Lord & Taylor at a 
luncheon at the Waldorf-Astoria." 
(World-Telegram, May 22, 1942. 
My emphasis - G.M.) 


It is well know that the United 
States had a vast air force prior to 
Pearl Harbor, and it hag added gon- 
stantly to its air strength, with 
losses relatively small and production 
increasing tremendously all along. 


the middle of August 1942, before 
Shachtman's paper printed the "fact" 


that there were "not enough planes," 
the president of the Aeronautical 
Chamber of Commerce of America report- 
ed that more than two billion dollar's 
worth of aircraft material had been 
produced in gix months! 


"War plane production in the 
first six months of 1942 exceeded 
the entire 1941 output, Colonel 
John H. Jovett, president of the 
Aeronautical Chamber of Commerce of 
America, reported tonight. 


"More than two billion dollars 
worth of planes, engines and pro- 
pellers were turned out by old-line 
aircraft companies from January l, 
1942 to July 1, as against one and 
three-quarter billion dollars of 
production in all of 1941, Colonel 
Jouett said." (Tho New York Times, 
August 14, 1942. 


This is just for the United States 
alone, without taking account of Eng- 
land and Canada, and is certainly an 
amazing achievement in aircraft pro- 
duction. The authentic reports of the 
authoritative spokesmen of capitalist 
industry are an adequate reply to the 
"facts" Shachtman's paper said there 
could be no denyinge 


Now concerning the "fact" about 
insufficiency of trained pilots. If 
the British rulers could dispatcha 
thousand planes in one day over 
Cologne, it is really childish to 
believe the "facts" pushed forth by 
Shachtman that the British Empire, plus 


the United States, both representing 
the greatest plane-producing powers in 
the world,cannot mster enough trained 


pilots while the Hitler air force 
is overwhelmingly engaged in the 
Soviet Union. 

Two months before Shachtman's 


paper spoke of insufficiency of 
material preparations of the "democ- 
racies," Donald M. Nelson, Chairman of 
the War Production Board, was reported 
as stating that in nearly every cate— 
gory war production in the "democra~ 
cies" exceedad that of the "Axis": 


"The United Nations have at last 
exceeded the Axis in war production 
‘in nearly every category,’ Donald 
M. Nelson, chairman of the War Pro- 
duction Board, declared today." 
(Ths New York Times, May 20, 1942.) 


Snachtman's paper declared there 
can be no denying the so-called fact of 
transport shortage. It will do there- 
fore to spend a few moments investi- 
gating this "fact." Overbalancing ths 
bare assertion of transport shortage 
are numerous periodic accounts wnich 
emphasize the titanic sweep of produc~ 
tion of ships in both England and in 
the United States. In the last few 
weeks shipbuilding has reached such 
unparalélled heights and_tempo as to 
stagger the imagination, Literally} 
The official spokesmen of the "democ— 
racies" are themselves amazed and fas— 


cinated by the performance of the 
shipbuilding industry. Speaking to 
the workers of the Brooklyn Navy 
Yard — 


"Rear Admiral E. J. Marquart, 
congratulating the men, described 
the achievements since Fearl Harbor 


as a ‘staggering total almost 
beyond the belief of one's ow 
eyes.'" (The New York Times, Sept. 


8, 1942.) 


over the multitude of 
reports on ship production, the 
accounts of the achievements in tech- 
nique,effieiency and speed, ons reaches 
the conclusion that Roosevelt under- 
estimated the American capacity for 
production of ships. As a matter of 
fact— 


"The War Production Board ex- 


When one goes 


pects to see President Roosevelt's 
shipsbuilding goal for this year, 
8,000,000 deadweight tons, surpas- 
ssd by about 10 per cent, 


"On the basis of a record-break- 
ing performance by the nation's 
shipbuilders and the increased need 
for cargo space, WPB has boosted .. 
its schedule closer to 9,000,000 
tons for the year than to 8,000,000 
an official said:" (New York Times, 
August 20, 1942.) 


The convoy~escorted merchant fleets 
crossing to England have been no less 
remarkable for the magnitude of the 
number of ships involved. In July the 
Navy disclosed some figures which, too, 
stagger the imagination, offeriig — 
"Fresh evidence of the enormous amount 
of war materials and other supplics 
being delivered to Britain... (Tag 


New York Times, July 21,1942.) Basing 
itself on the Navy report, The 
New York Times indicated that probably 


4,800, or even 7,200 merchant shins 
were escorted last winter to Britain: 


"Since the 2,400 ships mentioned 
were only those escorted by a 
Single United States naval force, 
the actual total of ship crossings 
for the Winter probably was double 
or triple that number, depending 
upon the availability of both ships 
and escorting forcos." (Ibid.) 


This took place last Winter. 
There is no tslling how great the mer- 
chant flests have been during the 
Spring, Summer and the beginning of 
this Fall. 


Since the time Shachtman's Labor 


Action declared that there could be no 


denying of the "facts" given by the. 
imperialist apologists for the absence 
of the second front in Europe, tne 
production of ships has been reported 
to have increased still further. Ac-. 
cording to Roosevelt,the “democracies” 
were getting ahead of the "Axis": 


"We have also had to face the 
problem of shipping. Ships in 
every part of the world continue to 
be sunk by enemy action. But the 
total tonnage of ships coming out 
of American, Canadian and British 
shipyards, day by day, has increas- 


= 


ed so fast that we are getting 
aread of our enemies in the bitter 
Dattle of transportation." ites 


ctober 13, 1942.) _ 


New York Times, 


On the sea, onland, and in the 
air the "democracies" command a great 
advantage over the Nazis. Colossal 
military might has been mobilized in 
England and in the United States and 
ié kept virtually idle and fresh, while 
the Nazi forces have suffered terrible 
losses and are by now half-exhausted. 
The armies of the "democracies" have 
been growing; the building of ships 
outstrips the losses; the air superi- 
ority has not only been in existence 
for quite a while but has been grow- 
ing. Churchill recently stated: 


"The months of August and Sep- 
tember have been, I will not say 
the best, but the least bad months 
since January. They have seen the 
building of merchant ships that 
substantially outweigh losses. They 
have seen the greatest tonnage of 
British bombs dropped upon Germany. 
They covered the most numerous safe 
arrivals of United States troops in 
the British Isles. They have marked 
the definite growth of Allied air 
superiority over Germany, Italy and 
Japane" (The New York Times, Oc~ 
tober 13, 1942.) 


Two important items which thacht- 
man's paper omitted, but which are 
worth mentioning, are steel and oil. 
Without steel and oil no modern war 
machine can function. Hitler has at 
his disposal 54 million barrels of 
crude oil production and 45 million of 
synthetic production. The devouring 
front against the Soviet Union 
swallowe most of it. The Americas on 


the other hand produce one billion 
seven hundred sixty two million bar- 


rels! (Life, May 18, 1942.) Thus the 
oil supply of the democracies is fabu- 
lously greater than Hitler's. And this 
does not include the oil production in 
the Near East controlled by Britain: 
" ..... The Allies still control 93% of 
the world's crude-oil production, 88% 
of its refining capacity, plus almost 
90% of its tanker tonnage." (Ibid.) 
As to steel, it has been more than 
once reported in the newspapers that 
the production of steel in the United 
States alone is far greater than in 
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all the countries of the Axis combined. 
About three months before Shachtman's 
paper supported the flimsy "facts" of 
the apologists of imperialism, the re- 
port was published that the United 
States production of steel was double 
that of the Axis ("Production of Steel 
in the U.S, Reported as Twice Output 
of Axis." The New York Times, May 22, 
1942.)  Steadily growing, the steel 
industry in October "shattered all re- 
cords." That one month's output alone 
was greater than the estimated yearly 
capacity of Japan's steel industry: 


"October output was in itself 
385,000 tons greater than the 
estimated yearly capacity of tts 


whole steel industry of Japan md 
its establishments on the Asiatic 
mainland." (New York Times, Nov. 7, 
1942.) 


It is quite obvious why a country 
like the United States, with its un 
precedented expansion of war industiy, 
can outstrip the entire Axis in pro- 
duction of ships, planes and other war 
material. 


But still there is no invasion of 
the Nazi-held European Continent. It 
is clear that were it the policy of 
the "democratic" imperialists zreslly 
to fight the German imperialists they 
could very easily organize a powerivl 
naval and aerial concentration off whe 
coast of France and under such prciec- 
tion could land millions of weli- 
equipped troops on the Continent. Of 
the enormous shipping tonnage scat- 
tered throvghout the worlda ereat 
deal could be detailed for service in 
the English Channel. Unable to with 
draw his war machine from Russia or 
reduce his garrisons in occupied 
countries, Hitler would have faced an~ 
nihilation — if the "democratic" im 
porvalste were wee. pursuing a po 

icy of fighting the German imperial- 
istse 


Incidentally, on this point of 
“insufficient material preparation" of 
the "democratic" imperialists, Shacht- 
man's line coincides with Cannon's: 


"There is at present plausibili- 
ty to the contention that, if taney 
could, the imperialists would 
launch a second front. Their fail- 
ure to do so springs primarily from 
their fear that they are insuffici- 
ently prepared. Ab any rate to 
take the flat position that the 


So 


imperialists are militarily able to 
launch a second front but are un- 
willing to do 80, can lead only to 
an inconclusive argument." ("The 
Question of the Second Front," Tho 
Militant, October 3, 1942.) 


The actual fact, hidden by the 
imperialists, by their ideologists, as 
well as by the pseudo-Marxists like 
Shachtman, is that the "democratic" 
imperialists are not engaged in a real 
war against the Axis imperialists. 
All signs go to show that the "democ- 
ratic" imperialists are following the 
same policy pursued under Chamberlain 
and even under Chamberlain's predeces- 
sor, Baldwin. It is the policy by 
means Of which world imperialism uses 


-the Nazis to destroy the burocratized 


and undermined Soviet Union and em 
ploys Hitler as an international Kor- 
nilov to crush the workers of France, 
Belgium, Czechoslovakia, Poland and 
other countries through tne institu 
tion of Fascist military slavery. 


There is widespread bewilderment 
due to the queer and unusual features 
of the present world situation. On 
the one hand are gasn the "democra- 
cies," which declare themselves to be 
so anxious to get at the Nazis, doing 
very little to engage the Nazis in 
Burope.On the other, the most titenicwar 
of destruction between the Nazis andthe 
viet Union. The workers do not know 
that history has recorded several sham 
wars under capitalism (the war of the 
Girondists against Austria, 1792; the 
second part of the Franco-Prussian War 
with the French government collaborat— 
ing with Bismark; the Crimean War,etc.). 
A sham war is a situation in which the 
ruling capitalist groups of different 
countries, seemingly conducting a 
struggle against each other, in 
reality collaborate behind a smoke~ 
screen of a military hullabaloo which 
superficially resembles a real ware 
Under analysis this situation reveals 
4tself to be a military absurdity be 
hind which the collaborating imperial- 
ist "antagonists" conceal and carry 
out their predatory schemes directed 
on occasions against some particular 
nation, and at all times against the 
toiling massese One such sham war was 
the Crimean War (1853-1855), with the 
British, French and Tirke officially 
at war against Russia. Marx and Engels 
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in many articles of that period 
exposed the fact that although navies 
clashed and the armies of the "Allies" 
and of the Tzar battled on occasion, 
the British-French imperialists led by 
Lord Palmerston and Napoleon III, were 
collaborating with the Tzar behind the 
back of their "ally" Turkey, working 
out a pre-arranged scheme of parti- .. 
tioning the property of the "Sick Man 
of Evrope"(the Turkish Empire). The 
masses of France and England sincerely 
believed that their rulers were carry- 
ing on a real war against Russia. But 
Marx and Engels saw things clearly,and 
showed how Turkey was being double~ 
crossed by her "allies." The articles 
of Marx and Engels on this sham war 
will be found in a collection called 
The Eastern Question. It should be 
read by every worker. Even to the ad-— 
vanced workers this aspect of the work 
of Marx and Engels is little known and 
in the present period of the phoney 
war is of particular significancs. 
(See "Marx on a Sham War,"THE BULLETIN 
March 1942.) 


Some years ago, when the "democ~ 
ratic" imperialists tore up the Ver. 
sailles Treaty and aided Hitler in arn 
ing Germany, Shachtman wrote clearly 
what the purpose was in having Hitlor 
in power. His and Cannon's’ paper 
wrote then: 


"Hitler has no way out except 


the steady mobilization of his 
forces, morally sanctioned and ma 


terially financed by international 
imperialiem, for a military assault 
upon the Soviet Union." (The Mili- 
tant, February 15, 1933. My em. 
phasis - G.M.) 


"Britain Joins Hitler Against 
Soviet Union. 
"Smashes Versailles Pact by 
Treaty with Germany." 
(Headline, Now Militant, July 
6, 1935.) 


"Great Britain's open support of 
German rearmamont, as marked by tho 
recent Anglo-German naval agreoment, 
has strengthened the hand of reac 
tion in Europe." (Ibid.) 


4nd Shachtman, togather «with Cant 
non, plainly wrote that England's "new 
policy" was a culmination of the poli- 
cy of support to the program of build 
ing up a powerful Nazi war machine -— 
obviously for the hidden aim of attack 
upon the Soviet Union. 

"England's new policy,a culmina~ 
tion of years of hardly-concealed 
material support to Hitler's 
rearmament..." (Ibid. ) 


Shachtman knows that while the 
understanding was to smash the Stalin- 
crippled Soviet State, the British im 
perialists kept their eye on the Ger- 
man imperialists and were arming right 
alongside of them. As a matter of ro- 
cord, when Hitler, with the sanction 
and support of world imperialism, was 
building up his armed forces, Shacht—- 


man and Cannon were directing the 
workers! attention to tho fact that 
Britain's war program was enormous. 


In 1936 they spoke of"Britain, which 
has just launched the mightiest arma- 
ment program the world has ever 
seen.." (Now Militant, March 7, 1936.) 


Shachtman, as other pseudo-Marx- 
ists, conceal the fact that ths pres- 
ent phoney war is a continuation of the 
policy of world imperialism against 
the Soviet Union and the international 
proletariat. To account for the lack 
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.of a real military Mslaught upon the 
NAxig" imperialists, Shachtman is com 
pelled to peddle at second hand the 
pretexts of the "democratic" imperial- 
ists about alleged “lack of sufficient 
material preparation" for landing a 
powerful force on the shores of Europe. 


The advanced workers must break 


away from the opportunists ~— the 
burocrats of the "Comintern," the 
Trotskyites, semi-Trotskyites, Social 


Democrats and other misleaders of tls 
toilers -- who conceal the true pic- 


ture of the world.They must work for 
@ real war, a revolutionary war, 


against Hitler, this Fascist policenan 
of world imperialism, and against his 
direct and indirect, open and secret 
collaborators and supporterse 


Only by following such a policy 
can the workers open the possibi2icy 
of destroying all oppression and 9x- 
ploitation. And only this policy can 
lead toward the replacement of tue 
existing bourgeois nations and the 
burocratized Soviet Union by a world 
republic of labor based on genuine 
toilers democracy, peacefully evowving 
toward the SOcialist stage of 
historical development. 


November 7,1942 
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| THE ISSUE OF THE SHCOND FRONT | 


————————eeeEeE————E——_——————————E—————————————————— Ee 
AFRICA — NO SECOND FRONT 


VER since the Nazis, through the 
collaboration of all the im. 
perialists, were brought into France 
to crush the workers and set upa 
French Fascist regime, the masses have 
been led to expect by the spokesmen of 
the bourgeoisie that a genuine attempt 
was being prepared to land an army in 
France in order to drive out the Nazi 
hangmen. ijeeks and months dragged on, 
Hitler's war machine rolled deep into 
the Soviet Union but still no invasion 
of Francee Excuses were forthcoming 
by the carload as to why no Second 
Front covld be opened against Hitler 
cn the Continent. The sentiment of 
the masses for the opening of the Se- 


cond Front was so profound that even 
Willkie, a foremost spokesman of the 
bourgeoisie, sought to capitalize on 


it for his own demagogic purposes. 


While the Second Front was only a 
promise, the Nazi war machine was en-— 
gaged in a bitter and major contest 
with only one army, that of the Soviet 
Union. Paying a heavy price in blood 
and materiel, the Nazis advanced acras 
the Ukraine and reached the Volga. The 
need for replenishing the losses be- 
came acute. Hitler had been recruit- 
ing workers throvghout Hurope for Ger. 


man industries to relieve german ~or- 
kers for his appalling work. His at-— 
tempt to impress French -vorkers met 


with no success despite all the assis— 
tance by the leaders of French imperi- 


alism. An explosion threatened in 
France, especially in the unoccupied 
territory. Naturally, Fascist rule of 


French imperialism in North Africa al- 
50 was in jeopardy. 


Suddenly the headlines blared the 
news that the greatest armada of ships 
ever collected had landed American and 
British troops in French africa. A 
great effort was made by the reporters 
and editors to create the impression 
that at last something of a major ac- 
tion had been opened up by the "demo— 
cracies" against the Nazi war machine. 
Belief rode high among those workers 


who trusted the bourgeois promise of a 
Second Front. 


But soon the great hoise began to 
subside. A week after the African land- 
ing Churchill himself was constrained 
to declare officially that this was no 
Second Front. 


Directly tied up with the African 
landing was the occupation by Nazi for- 
ces of the Vichy territory which the 
Petain gang has controlled only with 
difficulty. Following the further ter- 
rorization of the masses throughout 
France there developed negotiations 
between Laval and Hitler for a mili- 
tary alliance. Meanwhile the Fascist 
rule of French imperialism in Africa 
has been propped up by the "democracies." 


Thus, the imperialists endeavored 
to accomplish, and temporarily did ac- 
complish the task of strengthening in 
France and its Hmpire the Fascist sys-— 
tem upon which in the present period 
hinges the very existence of world im 
perialism as a whole. 


In desperate straits since the 
World “ar, and particularly since the 
October Revolution, the capitalist sys— 
tem has survived only because it has 
been constantly rescved by opportunism. 
Today, in the last stage of decay,this 
terrible system is making the final ef- 
fort to survive by attempting to des-— 
troy the remnants of October and by 
seeking to impose upon the masses a 
system of universal Fascist rule of 
brutal persecution and intensified op- 
pression and enslavement. But by en- 
deavoring to carry out this scheme, un— 
der the smokescreen of war among them 
selves, the imperialists havecentangled 
themselves ih .terrible contradictions. 
The steady weakening of Hitler's for— 
ces makes the strength of the "Allies" 
correspondingly greater. With the con- 
tinuous absence of a real Second Front 
in France against the Nazis, the masses 
will, at first dimly, realize that some- 
thing is missing in this "war" of the 
"democracies" against Germany.Then no 
amount of fake excuses and explanations 
of the pseudo-—Marxists will serve to 
Keep alive the fable of the "Second 
World Imperialist War." G.M. 11/21/42 
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THE TROTSKYITES VOTE "INDEPENDENT" | 


~ 


N the past the leaders of the 
American Trotsky group, at that 
time called the Workers Party, issued 
statements on the question of a Labor 
Party which today may sound to the 
average Trotskyite like echoes from 
another worlde The Trotskyite lan- 
guage of those times employed the 
slogan "For a Labor Party," virtually 
as an epithet. Wren the Stalinist 
burocrats came out for a Labor Party 
4n 1935, the Trotskyites wrote:- 


"The slogan of a 'Labor Party! 
is the negation of the slogan of a 
'Revolutionary Party,!' and it is no 
accident, therefore, that the adop- 
tion of the 'Labor Party! slogan by 
the Commnist Party coincides with 
the latter's adoption of a reform 
iat position generally, and corres- 
pondingly, a move for organic unity 
with the Socialist Party." (New 
Militant, December 28, 1935.) 


It should be noted that this 
position was held by both Cannon and 
Shachtman, the co-leaders of tae Trot- 
sky group in 1955~ 


The Trotskyite leaders gave good 
and weighty reasons for their hostile 
expression on the slogan of a Labor 
Party. A Labor Party is necessarily 
reformist, correctly said the Trotsky- 
ists, but singe capitalism in the 
present period is in decline, it is 
incapable of granting reforms; there- 
fore the workers must not place them 
selves politically on a reformist 
footing. This is an historical period 
of revolution,not reform, the Trotsky- 
4tes accurately observed, hence the 
Labor Party idea diverts the workers 
from the tru@ path, that of a revolu- 
tionary partys: 


"Insofar as it would not stand 


for revolution but would fight for 
the interests of the workers, a 
‘Labor party! must necessarily be a 
political party which confines its 
struggle to the immediate demands 
of the workers and to the achieva- 
ment of reforms for the latter, 
within the framework which capital- 
ism will permit. Such a party 
could realize its aims and justify 
its existence theroby, CreBhig. Ebe 
capitalism were still in its prog- 
ressive stage, and thus capable of 
granting such reforms. To advance 
the slogan of the ‘Labor Party,! 
therefore, is to put forth the con- 
cept that capitalism is still in 
its progressive stage and tne in- 
ternational revolution a thing of 
the distant future. We proceed 
from the Leninist thesis, however, 
that capitalism, imperialist in 
character,is in a state of decline; 
that the capitalists, far from bee 
ing able to grant ‘reforms? to the 
workers ,can exist only by increasing 
the latter*s misery; and that 
even the ‘immediate’ needs of the 
workers can be attained only by an 
overthrow of capitalism. From this 
flows the necessity, not of a party 
of ‘immediate demands! but, as 
against the latter, a revolutd onary 
arty for the struggle for power." 
Ibid.) 


Such were the words of tho past. 
Were the reasons given by the Trotsky- 
ite leaders against the Labor Party 
idea correct? Without the shadow of a 
doudt. 


Today, the Trotskyites issue the 
slogan For a Labor Party. This slogan 
is a basic one with both Trotskyite 


groups, the S.W.P. and the W.P. On 
the editorial page of both The Mili-~ 
tant and Labor Action, this slogan is 
carried regularly. The basis for re~ 
jecting the Labor Party slogan, ac~ 
cording to Cannon and Shachtman of the 
New Militant days, was the utter deca- 
dence of capitalism, its incapacity to 
advance on a reformist path. What is 
the present evaluation of the Trotsky- 
ites with regard to the character of 


capitalism? An investigation shows 
that it 4s identical with the one 


given in the days when — in words — 
the Trotskyite leaders rejected the 
slogan of a Labor Party. The Politic 
al Resolution of the convention held 
recently by the 5.W.P. declares: 


"The capitalist system has be- 
come so decadent, so rotrogressive 
that it can no longer give the most 
meagre reforms or improvements." 


(The Militant, October 17, 1942, 
Pe 3e) 
And the Shachtmanite magazine pro- 


claims that present-day capitalist s0- 
ciety has reached a stone wall through 
which only the socialist revolution 
can break to relieve the masses of the 
steadily increasing misery which is 
their only future under capitalism: 


“Society has come to an absolute 
impasse, even in the richest and 
most high}y developed of all capit- 
alist countries, the United States. 
The fetters which bind the forces 
of production and condemn the over- 
whelming majority of the population 
to steadily increasing misery must 
be cast off. The only road that 
can avoid chaos and barbarism is 
the road that Marx outlined as the 
historic mission of “tha proletariat 
— the socialist emancipation of 
socisty." (New International, 
September 1941, p. 204. My em 
phasis - JC.H. ) 

In other words the Leninist 
thesis "that oapitalism,, imperialist 
in character is in a state of decline, 
that the capitalists, far from being 
able to grant ‘reforms’ to the workers 
can only exist by increasing the lat- 
ter's misery"— this thesis m which the 
Trotskyites rejected the Labor Party 
slogan is as true today as it was in 
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1935. But today both the Trotskyite 
groups advance the slogan for a Labor 
Party. Today, Cannon,for example, has 
the brazeness to postulate the decline 
of capitalism as precisely a period 
for advancing the slogan of a Labor 
Party: 


"We can say that the basic reas~ 
on for the organization of a labor 
party in this country will be the 
necessity for the workers to defend 


their class interests during the 
period of the decline of capital- 
diem." ("We Support All Tendencies 


The 


to Independent Labor Parties," 
t, November 21, 1942, pe 5.) 


Milit 


This political jugglery amply illus-— 
trates how "seriously" the Trotskyite 
leadershold to the "Leninist analysis" 
they declare they provide the workers. 
with. 

* 


| Pm slogans at times become 
concrete actions. Periodically, 
the Trotskyite leaders exhort thoir 
followers to vote for this or that 

candidate put forth by the various 
reformist Labor Parties in existence. 
The recent elections in New York and 
elsewhere brought into revoaling focus 
the true character of the Trotskyite 
line on the Labor Party. Tho Militant 
urged the workers to vote for certain 
candidates of the American Labor Party, 
namely, those "not on the slate of the 
Democratic or Republican parties" (The 
a editorial page, October 31, 


* m 


In issuing this call, the S.W.P. 
with marked and emphatic reiteration 
declared that its electioneering for 
these "independent" A.L.P. politicians 
did not constitute an endorsement of 
them as leaders or of the program of 
the A.L.P. In its brief statament on 
the elections the S.W.P. repeated this 
idea no fewer than four times: 


"We vote for those candidates of 
the American Labor Party who are 
running independently — not on the 
Slate of the Democratic or Repub 
lican perties — without thereby 
endorging in any way the program of 
the A.L.P..... Our votes for the in 


dependent candidates of the ALP are 
votes for the idea of independent 
political action by the workers not 
for the program pf the ALP...making 

itclear that we Oppose the program 
Of the ALP.... We don't rt the 
deaders or their program." (Ibid. 
My emphasis - 5 .C.H.) 


It is not an accident or merely 
poor writing that produced such redund. 
ancy. THe leaders of the S.W.P. face 
avery ticklish problem in carrying 
out their Labar Party programs On the 
one hand thwp urge the workers in 
general +0 vote for such people as 
Alfange, a Tammany hack, who was on 
neither the Democratic nor Republican 
tickets, and on the other hand, the 
political wnderstanding of the Trot- 
skyite rafik-and-file is developed 
enough go that The Militant itself is 
compelled to say of Alfange — “Alfange, 
the candidate for govérnor, is a poli- 
tical adventurer from Tanmeny Hall." 
(Ibid. ) The Trotekyite rank-and-filer, 
if left to his normal reactions, knows 
and feels that to vote for a political 
figure is to endorse concretely and 

his program, his recoru, 
and his promises, as well as the plat- 
form and history of his party, The 
ballots and the voting machines do not 
register intentions, but they addtéer 
detract from a party's political pres- 
tige and influence. Every Trotskyite 
vote for the Alfangos added that mch 
stature to thie particular variety of 
labor faker. Such a vote was not one 
for "the idea of independent polit ical 
action," ae the S.W.P. statement put 
it, but a vote for the specific ‘labor 
Party in New York, the reactionary, 
war-mongering American Labor (s0e-call- 
ed) Party. It is to conceal this ob-~ 
jective consequence, that the S.W.Pe 
leaders are compelled te shout from 
the housetops — We vote for the 
Alfanges, but we don't thoir 
Without this shouting the 
frotekyite rank-and-filer could not be 
gotten to accept the idea of voting 
for a Tammany Hall adventurer. 


In urging a vote for the Alfanges, 
the S.W.P. argued that such & vete was 
only "for the idea of independent 
political action by the workers," in 
prief, for the idea of e Labor Party. 


LG ms 


Thug, while objectively the rank-and~ - 
file Trotskyite voted for, and thus 
necessarily geve concrete. support to 
the Alfanges, in hie tind he was vot- 
ing for an idea. What idea? The idea 
of a Labor Party — an idea which is 
cast out and spurned by the correct 
thesis véiced in past days by the 
Trotskyites themselves, the thesis 
that tho decadent stage of present-day 
Capitalism is one in which the workers 
must repudiate all reformist political 
organizations and mst place them 
selves on a firm revolutionary poli~ 
tical foundation. 


The life of the Trotskyite rank 
and-filer thus becomes a political 
see-saw swihging from Leninist words 
to reactionary deeds. 


» oe om 


Soma, despite his anti-Lator 

Perty writings of the past, to~ 
day, along with Cannon, supports the 
idea of building a Labor Party. In 
the recent elections Shachtman differ- 
entiated himself from Cannon by critie 
ciziug the 5.W.P. as opportunist for 
supporting Alfange, calling its policy 
"an opportunist, political deception." 
Shachtman goes on to state that this 
cannot be regarded as an episodic 
blunder on the part of the Cannon 
leadership, but rather marks an in- 
grained right-wing tendency in the 
Cannonite leadership: 


"It cannot be considered an iso- 
lated or episodic error, hawaver. 
It is of a piece with the 
right wing trend which has grom in 
the S.W.P, since the war began and 
Which became especially pronounced 
after Leon Trotsky was murdered and 
the S.W.P. was left to the sole 
leadership of the theoretical 
sterility and political opportuniem 
represented by Canon and his 


satellites." (Labor Aotion, No 
9 1942.) ths 


This sounds terribly principled. Put 
ting on an air of revolutionary indig- 
nation, Shachtman exposes Cannon's 
crude fakery that a vote for Alfange 
represented a vote for the idea of 
independent working class action. 


‘Shachtman makes it quite plain that 
Cannon and his satellites by thelr op- 
portunism support reaction. This cri- 
ticism by Shachtman might lead to the 
belief that he steers clear of any po~ 
litical entanglements with such an op= 


portunist crowd as Cannon and iis 
satellites. But what do we find in 
actuality? In the recent elections 


Shachtman advertised as independent 
' labor candidates precisely a couple of 
Cannon's gatellites, people whom 
Shachtman himself brands as the right 
wing trend in the 5.W.P. and the per- 
sonification of "theoretical sterility 
and political opportunism": 


"Breitman and Carlson are INDE- 
PENDENT LABOR CANDIDATES.,... A vote 
for Breitman in New Jersey and for 
Carlgon in Minnesota is therefore a 
workingclass MUST" (Labor Action, 
Editorial, November 2, 1942, pe 4 
Capitals in original. } 


The Cannon see-saw thus becomes a 
Shachtman merry~go-round. The Shacht— 
manites parted company with Cannon — 
they vote for Cannon's stooges. But 
the Shachtmanites are no worse off 
than the Cannonites who recoil in dis= 
gust fram the Alfanges — and vote for 
the Alfangese 


{ca 
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_ ites voted 


Let us draw the Trotskyite gum in 
the recent elections: The Shachtman- 
for the "independent" 
Brietman and Carlson who support Can- 
non; the Camonites voted for the "ine 
dependent" Alfanges who support Wall 
Street. The grand total of the com 
bined Trotskyite vote spells — support 
for reaction. 


The basic fact in the elections 
was that there was no genuinely inde- 
pendent workers candidate on the 
ballot anywhere, for the reason that 
there exists no genuine proletarian 
revolutionary party. There exist only 
sham "workers" parties — and the fun~ 
damental task of tilding a genuine 
revolutionary party. When a genuinely 
revolutionary party of sufficient 
strength exists, then only will there 
be truly independent workers candi- 
dates in the elections. Only a Marxe 
ist Party represents independent work- 
ingclass action. Meanwhile, the task 
of the class-conscious workers is to 
break from the mock revolution 
ary groups of the Cannon and Shachtman 
stripe and join with those who are 
fighting to revive the authentic Lene 
inist current in the working class. 


J. C. Hunter 
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THE R.W.L.'S REPLY TO CRITICISM 


"MUDDLE-HEADED" CRITICS EXPOSE 
A WRONG R.W.L. FORMULATION 


“= 


it The Bulletin for May 1942 we 

made certain critical observa- 
tions of the Revolutionary Workers 
League's manipulation of the slogan of 
Constituent Assombly. In the R.W.Le's 
magaZine, International News, of July- 
August 1942, an articie entitled "Con- 
stituent Assembly" contains a reply to 
some "muddle-headed 'critics'" who for 
an unexplained reason are left unnamed. 
Curiously enough, the reply deals with 
some formulations which came under our 

criticism. The writer of the R.W.L. 
article reflects: 


"However, since some of our 
muddle-headed 'critics', who do not 
understand the actual principle and 
tactical aspects of the problem, 
have seized on some weak or errone— 
ous formulations appearing in our 
recent material to muddy the waters, 
we shall further clarify the ques- 
tion." (Our emphasis - G.M.) 


Thus the R.W.L. admits that the formu- 
lations which the critics attacked are 
actually weak or erroneous. But who 
are the mddle-heads? The "“theoreti- 
cians" of the R.W.L.? No,the critics, 
naturally}—— a neat specimen of the 
R.W.L. "Logic"! 


What do the leaders of the R.W.Le 
proceed to do, having labelled their 
critics as muddle-heads and having ac- 
cused them of muidying the waters? 
They pass on to making a “correction" 
of the very formlation which the 
"muddle-headed" critics exposed: 


"In the 'International News! of 


May 1942, in the article 'Social 
Forces in the Indian Revolution! 
there appeared an erroneous forniu- 
lation, which we gladly correct 
here." (Ibid. Emphasis ours- G.M.) 


It is fitting therefore to review 
once again the R.W.L.'s line which 
International News of July—August 1942 
represents as the "“corrected" and 
finished version. 


THE R.W.L. "CORRECTS" ITS ERROR 


——_+_. 


[Reon to the dependence of 
backward countries upon imperi- 
alism, the article accepts the correct 
premise that the Constituent Assembly 
is definitely an instrument in the 
hands of enemies of the toiling masses 
used to confuse and disorient the 
workers and peasants: 


"The Constituent Assembly, there- 
fore, sets itself out to accomplish 
an impossible task. It» can only 
serve as another instrument of con 
fusion and disorientation of the 
masses, of reaction." (Ibide) 


And the article assures the work- 
ers that the R.W.L. is opposed to the 
organization of a Constituent Assembly: 


"The Revolutionary Workers 
League and the International Con- 
tact Commission are categorically 
and absolutely opposed to ths 
Organization of a Constituent 


Assembly." 


The first impression one receives 


upon reading the above is extremely 
favorable. It appears that the R.W.L. 
basing its reasoning upon an accurate 
estimation of the reactionary nature 
of the Constituent Assembly has adopt- 
ed an unequivocally correct line of 
steering the masses clear of all pos- 
sible involvement in the opportunist 
movement which seeks to create this 
instrument of the exploiters. And if 
these statements of the R.W.L. repre= 
sented its actual line we would ap- 
plaud that group for making a distinct 
political readjustment of its policy 
in the proper direction. But upon 
closer study of the R.W.L.'s position 
we are compelled to conclude that tho 
R.W.L.'s line is far from being what 
the first impression makes it appeare 
Reading further we find the following: 


"Nevertheless, under certain 
circumstances we may call for the 
CONVOCATION of such an assembly, 
once the movement has made great 
progress (despite us), and once it 
has involved a major section of the 
oppressed masses." (Capitals in tho 
original.) 


Upon examining the whole posi- 
tion of the R.W.L., there is founda 
peculiar combination of ideas. On the 
one hand, the R.W.L. describes the 
Constituent Assembly as only an 
instrument of reaction and categoric- 
ally declare& itself opposed at all 
times to the organization of a Consti- 
tuent Assembly. On the other hand, it 
states that if the Constituent Assemb- 
ly movement involves a major section 
of the masses, the R.W.L. may be for 
the convocation of a Constituent As- 
sembly. There is obviously supposed 
to be some very profound difference 
between the convocation and the organe 
ization of a Constituent Assombly, 
though, curiously enough, the article 
in International News does not explain 
what this difference is, or what con- 
vocation without organization may mcoane 
But lest the reader conclude that the 
R.W.L. is engaging in mere verbal 
hocus pocus to discomfit its "muddle~ 
headed critics," it goes on to give 
the reader the impression that it 
leans on Lenin's position of 1917 on 
the question of the Constituent 
Assembly. The leaders of the R.eWebe 
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convey the impression that Lenin used 
the slogan in 1917 purely as an auxi- 


liary tactic to expose the opportun- 
ists and bourgeois democrats: 


"Then the slogan for CONVOCA- 
TION OF THE CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY, 
as advocated by Lenin in 1917, be- 
comes purely an auxiliary tactic to 
expese the bourgeois democrats am 
opportunists, who are powerless +0 
act, who are incapable even of 
granting a single important prog- 
ressive demand. Such a slogan is 
meaningless dribble, unless it is 
auxiliary to the main slogan fo 
‘Workers Councils,’ 'For Workers 
and Peasants Councils' and for the 
dictatorship of the proletariat." 
(Ibid. ) 


To bring into focus the most pro- 
minent points in the R.W.L.'s pesi- 
tion: the K.W.L. recognizes that the 
Constituent Assembly is a tool of re- 
action; tho R.W.L. asserts that the 
slogan of Convocation of the Constitu- 
ent Assembly u@ed by Lenin in 1917 
"becomes purely an auxiliary tactic to 
expose the bourgeois democrats and op- 
portunists"; the R.W.L. makes a sharp 
distinction between the organization 
and the convocation of the Constituent 
Assembly, counterposing the one to the 
other; the R.W.L. is flatly opposed to 
the one and under certain circumstances 
1s in favor of the other; the R.W.L. 
creates the impression that Lenin in 
4917 also made such a distinction bet~- 
ween the organization and the corivoca- 
tion Of the Constituent Assembly. 


WHAT WAS REALLY LENIN's 1917 POSITION 
ON THE CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY 


ss reference to Lenin's being for 

the convocation of the Consti- 
tuent Assembly in 1917 is the favorite 
one in those quarters which today al3o 
issue this slogan. To recall Lenin's 
propaganda for a Constituent Assembly 
in 1917 is, of course, very inmres- 
sive,- especially to those workers who 
do not know the whole and true story 
of this slogan in the history of the 
Russian Revolution. It is important 
to note that the people who today sup- 
port the slogan for the vonvocation of 


a Constituent Assembly carefully avoid 
telling the whole story of the history 
of this slogan in the Russian revolu- 
tion. Above all, they refrain from 
drawing the real lessons of that 
crucial piece of political experience. 


In what way did Lenin really is- 
gue the slogan for a Constituent As- 
sembly in 1917? What did history teach 
about this aspect of the Bolsheviks! 
tactics in the Russian Revolution? 
What did Lenin himself have to say 
about the question of the Constituent 
Assembly after this episode was con- 


cluded? Did the 1917 Bolshevik tactic 
justify itself; is it to be repeated 
today? 


When the episode of the Constitu- 
ent Assembly in the Russian Revolution 
had already passed into history,Lenin, 


drawing upon completed experience, 
desoribed theConstituent Assembly as a 


White Guardist institution. Thus, at 

the Third Congress of the Communist 

International in 1921 Lenin stated 
quite clearly: 

"Tre word ‘Constituent’ isa 

term of abuse among us, not only 


among the educated Communists, but 
also among the peasants. They know 
from practical experience that the 
Constituent Assembly and the White 
Guards are one and the same, that 
the latter inevitably ceme after 
the former." (Selected Works, Vole 


ix pescooe) 


prior to the actual 


experisnca with the Constituent As- 
sembly in Russia, Lenin had an 
altogether different view of this 


institutione 


But in 1917, 


Although in 1917 Lenin stressed 
the main proposition that all power 
must be vested in Soviets, he addod, 
when dealing with the problem of the 
Constituent Assembly, that this bour- 
geois institution could be combine d 
with a Soviet Republic. The expression 
prevalent in those days among the Bol- 
sheviks was the "combined type" of 
state waich was a perfectly illusory 
conception, as history later conclu- 
sively proved. In 1917 Lenin wrote: 


"During the transition from the 
old to the new, temporary ‘combined 
types! (as 'Rabochy Put' has cor- 


30 - 


rectly pointed out) are possible — 
for instance, a Soviet Repub lic 
together with a Constituent Assemb— 


ly." (Collected Works, Vol. XXI, 
part 2, p. 90.) 
On January 18, 1918, the Con- 


stituent Assembly convened. It flatly 

rejected the proletarian dictatorship 
created by the October Revolution a 
few months earlier. The Bolsheviks 
therefore were compelled to dissolve 
this bourgeois body, which later sup- 
ported imperialist intervention and 
organized White Guard c 0 unter- 
revolution. 


After the actual experience with 
the Constituent Assembly Lenin himself 
ridiculed and condemned the view of 
combining the Soviet system with the 
Constituent Assembly. He saw distinct~ 
ly now that the one represented the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, the 
other the dictatorship of the 
bourgeoisie. In 1919 Lenin declared: 


"The ridiculous attempt to com. 
bine the Soviet System, ieee, tho 
dictatorship of the proletarias, 
with the Constituent Assembly, iov., 
with the dictatorship of the bour- 
geoisie,utterly exposes the pover iy 
of mind of the yellow Socialists 
and Social Democrats, their petty 
bourgeois political reactionariness 
and their cowardly concessions to 
the irresistible growth of the pow 
er of the new proletarian democ. 


racy." (Selected Works, Vol. VII, 
Pe ode ) 
Does the R.W.L., which speaks of 


raising the Constituent Assembly sloge 
an "as advocated by Lenin in 1917" 
hold that Lenin's 1917 ddea of a So- 
viet Republic combined with the Con. 
stituent Assembly was correct, or does 
it repudiate this 1917 position, as 
Lenin himself did? To speax of rais- 
ing the Constituent Assemoly slogan 
“as advocated by Lenin in 1917" is to 
foist upon the workers today a posi+ 
tion which Leninism has discarded, 


Throughout the entire Kerensky 
period Lenin indefatigably urged the 
peasants to seize the land, but the 
unfortunate 1917 feature on the Con 
stituent Assembly here too was dise 


tinctly seen. Lenin told the masses 
that the Bolsheviks did not dispute 
the right of the Constituent Assembly, 
a body which he later clearly recog- 
nized as the dictatorship of the 
exploiters, to pass the final law con- 
cerning the land question: 


"We do not in any way dispute 
the right of the Constituent As- 


sembly to determine in detail the 
final laws regarding the handing 
over of the land to the whole 


people and the forms of its admini- 


stration." (Collected Works, Vol. 
XX, pe 57.) 
We see that in the above state- 


ment Lenin invested the Constituent 
Assembly with high authority on the 
extremely vital question of land. Ree 
volutionary workers not following the 
opportunist practice of hiding the er- 
rors of their great leaders will re- 
cognize at once that in the statement 


ited. above Lenin made a mistake which 
fe ‘politically corrected in 1018. 


Does the R.W.L. hold to Lenin's 
1917 position of granting the Consti- 
tuent Assembly the right to determine 


jin detail the final laws on the land 
question? Is that what the R. WL. 
means by raising the Constituent 


Assembly slogan "as advocated by Lenin 
in 1917"? Already in 1918 Lenin's po- 
sition of 1917 on Constituent Assembly 
was recognized as apolitical ana- 


chronism. What the R.W.L. is present— 
ing today as living Leninism is a 
counterfoite 


Even after the seizure of power 
by the proletariat, the Bolsheviks for 
some time erroneously continued in- 
vesting the Constituent Assembly, the 
class institution of the enemy, with 
an air of revolutionary authority. The 
Soviet Government, formed at the Sec- 
ond Congress of Soviets, was declared 
to be provisional pending the convocae 
tion of the Constituent Assembly: 


"For the administration of the 
country there is formed, pend i ng 
the convocation of the Constituent 
Assembly, a Workers' and Peasants! 
Government which bears the name 
Council of People's Commissars." 
(Lenin, “Resolution on the Forma- 
tion of the Workers' and Peasants’ 
Government," Collected Works, 


el ad 


German edition XXII, p. 24. My 
emphasis — G.M.) 


Everybody knows that in a back 
ward country like Russia the land 
question was one of the major ques- 
tions of the Revolution. The Decree 
on Land written by Lenin inmediately 
upon the formation of the Soviet Gov- 
ernment left the final ratification to 
the Constituent Assembly. The instruc— 
tion to the peasants on the land prob- 
lem Lenin said should "serve as a 
guide in carrying through the great 
land reforms pending their final rati- 
fication by the Constituent Assembiy." 

Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VI,pe407. 
My emphasis - G.M.) 


Another fundamental question of 
the Revolution, that of peace, Lenin 
also left to be disposed of by the 
Constituent Assembly: 


"Therefore the point is included 
that we are ready to consider all 
terms of peace and all proposals. 
We shall sahsider them, but that 
does not necessarily mean that we 
shall accept them. We shall submit 
them to the consideration of the 
Constituent Assembly, which will 
have the power to decide what cone 
cessions can or cannot be made." 

Lenin, Report on the Peace Ques~ 
tion, Selected Works, Vol. VI, op. 
404.) 


Such was Lenin's line in 1917 on 
the question of the Constituent As- 
sembly. From the material cited 
above it is plain that the R.W.L.'s 
story that "the slogan for Convocation 
of the Constituent Assembly, as advo- 
gated by Lenin in 1917, becomes purely 
an auxiliary tactic to expose the 
bourgeois democrats and opportunists" 
is at variance with historical truth. 
Lenin not only did not separate, as do 
the leaders of the R.W.L., the aspect 
of organization of the Constituent As- 


sembly from that of its convocation, 
but conceived the whole matter as one 


and the same. What is even more im 
portant, and is in fact the crux cf 
the matter, is that Lenin in 1917 
believed that the Constituent Assembly 
could be of service to the masses, 
believed 1t possible to organize the 
new State with the Constituent Assemb- 
ly as a part of it (combined type), 
thought it could be made an appendage 
to the Soviets. And proceeding from 


that erroBeous 1917 conception Lenin 
enveloped the Constituent Assembly 
with the atmosphere of revolutionary 
authority. With respect to the most 
important immediate tasks of the 
October Revolution, that of extricat~ 
ing the country from the imperialist 
war, that of the confiscation of the 
land and, above all, that of the ore 
ganization of the government of the 
proletarian dictatorship, the Bolshe- 
viks posed the final judgement on all 
these vital problems as a matter for 
the Constituent Assembly, an institu- 
tion which they later correctly desig- 
nated as a tool of the exploiting 
classes, of the White Guards, the dic~ 
tatorship of the bourgeoisie. 


Do the leaders of the R.W.L. de- 
scribe as correct the idea that the 
Constituent Assombly was to have power 
to pass on peace terms, and to have 
the right to determine the organiza 
tion of a proletarian Soviet Goverment? 
In so far as we are familiar with the 
documents of the R.W.L. they do n ote 
Even such open advocates of the Consti- 
tuent Assembly as the Cannonites and 
Shachtmanites conceal these concrete 
features of Lenin's 1917 position on 
the Constituent Assembly. Yet te leadi- 
ers of the R.W.L. speak of raising the 
Constituent Assembly slogan "as adv o- 
cated by Lenin in 1917." They avoid 
showing the workers the specific atti-~ 
tude Lenin had towards the Constituent 
Assembly in that period; they attempt 
to foist that mistaken position upon 
the workerse 


The leaders of the R.W.L.obdvious= 
ly know that Lenin ih 1918 arrived at 
the conclusion that the Constituent 
Assembly is the dictatorship of the 
bourgeoisie. From this the less on 
ghould be that the task of the Marx~ 
ists is at all times +o expose and 
combat the whole idea of a Constituent 


Assembly. But the R.W.L, leaders do 
not draw this conclusion. They are 


for the convocation of the Constituent 
Assembly “under certain conditions." 
In order to make this position look 
authentic, they have to make it appear 
that they are leaning on Lenin. They 
have to refer to a period in which 
Lenin also called for the convocation 
of the Constituent Assembly. It s0 
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happens, however, that the only period 
in which Lenin called for the convoca- 
tion of the Constituent Assembly was a 
period in which he had an incorrect 
conception of that institution. It is 
only by artificially separating Len- 
in's advocating the convocation of the 
Constituent Assembly from his general- 
ly false conception of that institu 
tion that the leaders of the R.W.L. 
can palm themselves off as Leninists 
on this question. 


HOW THE R.WeLe DRAWS HISTORICAL 
"LESSONS" FOR THE WORKERS 


HE R.W.Le not only shirks the 
analysis of the fact that Len- 


in's 1917 ideas regarding the slogan 
of Constituent Assembly were erroneous 


but it tells the workers to believe 
"That slogan was tenable in Russia in 
1917" (International News, July-August 
1942, Ps S)e 


What are the real lessons that 
must be drawn from the experience of 
the Russian Revolution with respect to 
the problem of Constituent Assembly? 
The basic factor in determining the 
Marxist policy and tactic toward a 
political institution is that institu 
tion's class character. In 1917 the 
Bolsheviks had a faulty conception of 
the Constituent Assembly for they did 
not realize that it is an instrument 
of the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. 
Therefore the policies and tactics of 
the Bolsheviks in 1917 on the question 
of the Constituent Assembly are not m 
example to be followed by tne workerge 
Those who refer to the Bolshevik posi- 
tion of 1917 as a justification for 
raising the slogam of convocation of 
Constituent Assembly are guilty of 
concealing the faulty basis of the 
1917 position on this question. The 
real lessons which must be learned 
from the experience of the Russian Re- 
volution and its aftermath, as well as 
from the experience of the revolution- 
ary events of Europe in 1919 and late, 
are the following: the Constituent 
Assembly is a dictatorship of the 
bourgeoisie. To call for the convoca- 
tion of that Assembly means to play 
directly into the hands of the imperi- 
alists and their dependents, the cole- 


nial bourgeoisie who take orders from 
their masterse Unlike the stupid Rus— 
sian bourgeoisie who imagined the Con- 
stituent Assembly, if called at the 
time the upsurge of the masses was 
high, would act against the capitalist 
power, the present-day imperialists 
and their agents have learned a great 
deal from history. They saw that the 
Constituent Assembly, called when the 
proletariat was already in power, 
yielded a core of bourgeois supporters 
dead set against giving the land to 
peasants and the industry to the work 
ers. The R.W.L. itself even states 
that “the United States favors a Con- 
stituent for India." 


The task of the Marxists at all 
times, whether the advocates of Con- 
stituent Assembly succeed in spreading 
this opportunist illusion among mil- 
lions or not, is to lead the minds of 
the toilers away from demanding the 
convocation of the treacherous trap 
called Constituent Assembly and toward 
the idea of achieving power for a pro- 
letarian Soviet government in all 
countries. 


ON HONEST POLEMICS 
wish to call the attention of 


E 

VW the followers of the R,W.L. to 
a "trifle" which usually accompanies 
frank and sincere political controver- 
siese The great leaders of the work 
ers, men of vast erudition, such as 
Marx, Engels or Lenin, when waging po- 
lemics against an opponent, were not 
afraid to inform the workers who the 
opponent wase The essential reason 
for such a method was rooted in confi- 
dence of the correctness of their 
{deas. They felt free and thovgnt it 
was @ésirable to present the workers 
with both the views of the opponent 
and the Marxist reply to these viows, 
and to train the workers to study both 
sides and judge objectively which is 
right. We think that this is a good 
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Marxist custom and we make every ef- 
fort to act in accord with it. It is 
quite different with political 
sharpies, and, in general, with people 
who for one reason or another wish to 
conceal the name of their opponents 
and critics. These opportunists fear 
that tne workers might obtain a full 
sight of the ideas of both sides and 
discover the real character of both 
the critic and those against whom the 
criticism is levelled. 


In the case of the R.W.le. led by 
Oshler, we must record that it is 
wholly wanting regarding the old Marx- 
ist tradition of polemics. The lead. 
ers of the R.W.L., in full lmowledge 
of the names of the "“mddle—headed 
critics" who attacked the R.W.L.‘s 
“weak or erroneous formulations, "deli- 
berately withhold those names from the 
workers. It is not at all difficult 
to understand why Oehler and his 
friends choose such a method of con- 
troversy with critics who discover the 
presence of “incorrect,” — in plain 
language, opportunist — ideas in the 
R.W.L.'s platform, 


In conclusion it is necessary to 
state that in its reply to the 
“muddle-headed critics" the R.WeL, did 
not square the two contradictory, m- 
tually exclusive reasons it gave for 
"modifying" its line on the Constitu- 


ent Assembly. We suggest that tho 
reader subject to inspection the 
R.W.L.'s political gymastic feats 


with the slogan “Constituent Assembly" 
by obtaining a copy of the k.W.IJs 
magagine, International News for May 
1942, as well as the Draft Program of 
the R.W.L., 1939, and then study our 
criticism published in Tho Bullotin of 
May 1942 and arrive at objective con- 
Clusions. The documents of the R.iW.L. 
can be obtained from Demos Press, 708 
N. Clark Street, Chicago, Ill. The 
address of The Bulletin appears on the 
cover. 

George Marlen 
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"GERMANY IS NOT ITALY* 


N the years 1930, 1931 and 1932 
the German bourgeois-democratic 
imperialists were building up their 
Fascist forces in order to place them 
in power and thus stabilize tottering 
German capitalism along the lines of 
Italian Fascism. The German toiling 
masses, having before their eyes the 
ghastly example of Italy, were greatly 
perturbed. Unfortunately, like the 
Italian workers, the German toilers 
were deceived and paralyzed by oppor- 
tunist political parties. The Social 
Democracy, misleading the working 
class since 1914, was faithfully serve 
ing German imperialism. The Stalinist 
"Party" was a trap to prevent prolet— 
arian revolution, for the purpose of 
protecting the burocratic rulers of 
the Soviet Union from any upsurge of 
the massése 


The militant, Bolshevik-inten- 
tioned workers followed the Stalinist 
"Party," falsely imagining they were 
following real Bolshevik organiz— 
ation. Thus, the Stalinist "Party" 
stood in the foreground as the main 
trap for the millions of advanced Ger- 
man workerse In the absence of a Bole 
shevik Party their fate was sealed. 


A very important weapon in the 
hands of Stalinism to allay the fears 
of the workers wes tha ideological 
chloroform contained in the formla 
"Germany is not Italy." The feeling 
of falee security which this deadly 
illusion induced was kept alive by the 
Stalinist burocrats all along while 
Hitler was gathering his strength. Had 
the German masses realized that, ag 
matters were shaping-up, Gaspany would 
follow the Italian road, they would 
have been seized with a sharp sense of 
impending calamity and, probably, 
would have staged a spontaneous rising 


against the Nazis, something similar 
to the rising in Vienna in 1927. To 
prevent a rising of the masses of Gem 
many against the growing forces of 
reaction, Stalinism, as well as Social 
Democracy,had to deliver the mightiest 
working class in capitalist Europe to 
Hitler in a quiet, completely passive 
way. "Germany is not Italy" was the 
soothing refrain that lulled the Ger- 
man wWorkars into helieving that Ger- 
many coul@, not and would not follow 
the Italian road. 

It may be stated with absolute 
certainty that in the first zew weeks 
of his rule Hitler was trodding upon 
extremely dangerous ground. He was 
consolidating his grip upon the State 
machinery, but the millions of German 
proletarians were not yet orushed by 
his assassin bands. The bloody work 
on & mass scale was yet to be a thing 
of the future. To fool the workers 
into believing he was not following 
the path of Italy, he announced new 
elections for March 5, 1933. And al- 
though Fascist intimidation and terror 
had begun to show their familiar fangs 
five million Stalinist workers went to 
the polls, directed and controlled now 
by the Hitlerites, and voted for the 
Stalinist burocrats still trusting tip 
comforting lie that Germany would not 
follow the example of Italy. 


Immediately after the March 1933 
trumped-up "elections," Hitler took 
vigorous steps to wipe out in blood 
the proletarian vanguard of Germany. 
Had the class-conscious, Fascist-hating 
masses of Germany even at that late 
hour realized clearly that the country 
was being dragged by Hitler along the 
path carved out by Mussolini for Italy, 
there might have been a spontaneous 
resistance to Hitler. An uprising of 
the German proletariat would have 
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ahaken the whole of Europe and unleash- 


ed a force which would have been very 
difficult for the opportunists to 
control. But the ideological para- 
lysis spread by Staliniem, Social 
Democracy and other reactionary forces, 
the ingrained belief that somehow 
history was diverting Germany from the 
Italian road, was too powerful to 
overcome without a campaign of Marxist 
enlightment and exposure of the 
betrayers. The great toiling masses of 
Germany lay supine before Hitler, pre- 
vented from offering resistance while 
he was remodeling the German State 
upon the Italian pattern. Even at 
that most terrible moment for the 
German workers, the Stalinist buroc- 
rats continued spreading the vicious, 
mesmerizing idea — "Germany is not 
Italy." The German Stalinist leader, 
Fritz Heckert, safely outside the Nazi 
scope of terror, pumped into the minis 
of the workers tha opium that German 
Fascism was different from Italian 
Fascisme In a widely distributed 
pamphlet he said: 


"German fascism cannot be com 
pared with Italian fascism." ( What 
Is Happening In Germany, p. 1%.) 


And the well-known Stalinist 
bmrocrat, O. Piatnitsky, assured the 
workers that “Germany in 1933 is not 
like Italy in 1922." (The Present 
Situation in Ge » pe 420) 


1 

HE line of the Comintern buroc- 

racy is plain enough. Now, what 

was the Trotskyite line on thisStalin- 
ist deception? 


During those days of consolida- 
tion of the Fascist power in Germany, 
the following piece of deadly delusion 
was impressed upon the revolutionary 
workers by people who call themselves 
Marxists, helping Stalin ‘to stifle the 
suspicions that Germany was actually 
following the Italian road: 


"It would be patently stupid to 
believe that the subsequent evolu- 
tion of Germany will go the Italian 
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road; that. Hitler will strengthen 
his domination step by step without 
serious resistance." 


This soothing chloroform served 
Hitler, Mussolini and world imperial» 
iem, as well as the Stalinist buroc- 
racy whose grip might have been shaken 
had the German masses realized the 
truth and risen against Hitler. And 
who was it that penned the above-given 
poisonous citation? Perhaps some 
"frightened," "helpless" miserable 
Stalinist pen-pusher of the Dally 
Worker? No, it was written by Leon 
Trotsky, and published by Cannon and 
Shachtman in The Militant of April 8, 
1933. 


Aided from every direction, Hit- 
ler smashed the proletariat and mas- 
sacred thousands of the best workers 
of Germany. Naturally in the face of 
the obvious development of Germany 
along the Italian road, the deceptive 
noise about Germany not being Italy 
had to be dropped. And just as the 
Comintern burocrats were unable to 
conceal the truth about the German de~ 
velopment and changed their story, 80 
Trotsky and his Cannons and Shachtmans 
inside of a few weeks also changed the 
Stalinist tune that "Germany is not 


Italy" and wrote in an exactly oppo- 
site vein: "German Fascism slavishly 
follows the Italian example." (The 


Militant, May 20, 1933.) 


Unfortunately for the deceived 
masses, the German situation by then 
had passed the most crucial point of 
possibility of proletarian resistance, 
growing safer daily for Hitler and 
world imperialism. Then, in their 
usual vein of sham criticism of th 
Comintern®s disruptive line, the Trot- 
skyites wrote harsh words concerning 
the deadly opiate "Germany is not 
Italy": 


"'Germany Is Not Italy! 


"A damable and blighting catch 
phrase ran through the ranks of the 
German proletariat, wandering 
through all the organizations of 
the working class. They consoled 
each other with it. It was thought 
up and set in circulation by 
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frightened, helpless burocrats, at 
their wits’ end. ‘Germany is not 
Italy! ‘Germany is not Italy',- 
in pompous and heroic speeches and 
numberless newspaper articles, the 
incantation was throm again and 
again at the masses. ‘Germany ie 
not Italye'" (The Militant, June 
24, 1933.) 


People hard to convince of the 
truth might imagine that the whole 
matter was just an “error” that crept 
into the Trotskyite line and that no 
dishonesty is involved insofar ag 
the Trotskyites are concerned. But 
facts speak otherwise. During the suc- 
ceeding years the Trotskyites diligent- 
ly pointed an accusing finger at oth- 
ers: "Ah, but Germany is going to be 
different from Italy. The Stalinist 
hacks turned out reams on this theme." 
(The Militant, February 8, 1941.) But 
about the support by Trotsky and Can- 
non and Shachtman to the deadly Stal- 
inist fraud in the terrible days im- 
mediately after Hitler's 1933 "“elec- 
tions" not a single word! Cannon and 
Shachtman published Trotsky's pisce of 
Stalinist poison, never repudiating it, 
not even attempting to comment upon it! 
And about a year after March 5, 1933 
the Secretariat headed by Trotsky de- 
clared without batting an eyelash: 


"THE CORRECTNESS OF OUR methods , 
our PREDICTIONS and our slogans 
have been  incontestibly proved 
through the entire historic devel- 
opment of the last ten years." (The 
Militant, March 31, 1934.) 


Is it honest to lie to the workers that 
"the correctness" of “our predictions" 
"have been incontestibly proved"? If 
there were a spark of revolutionary 
integrity in these people they would 
at least have pointed out their 
predictions that definitely proved 
wrong — of which there were quite a 
numbew. But instead of making a cor- 
rection, as honest people would do, 
Cannon and Shachtman with a defiant 
air declared brazenly: 


"On the fifth anniversary of our 
paper Militant we repent nothing 
and retract nothing." (The oa 
tant, Editorial, Nov. 18, 1933. 
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Thus Cannon ard Shachtman in ef- 
fect declared the following: We, the 
Trotskyite leaders, handed out mis- 
leading, deadly ideas which aided 
Stalin and imperialism to bland the 
workers +o the fact that Hitler was 
following the road of Mussolini. 
Nevertheless we do not regret we did 
that, we are not gpologizing to any- 
body, and make no amends of any sort! 
— "We repent nothing and retract 
nothing." 


Indeed, the methods of Cannon and 
Shachtman are the methods of Stalinism: 
to paint false pictures for the work- 
ers, to conceal this fact and attempt 
to appear as "Marxists." They act as 
if their consciences are clear and 
"integrity" is unimpaired. On the 
sixth anniversary of The Militant, the 
instrument through which Cannon and 
Shachtman were disseminating destruc- 
tive confusion among the workers, they 
lig@ as follows: 


"In six years the Militant had 
gained the respect of the entire 
revolutionary movement of the world 
for its HONESTY, its clean methods 
and above all for the clarity and 
angrectness of its policies." (The 
Militant, December 8, 1934. My 
emphasis and capitals -~ GM.) 


Why is there such a multitude of 
cynical lies, evasions, equivocations 
and arrogance in the Trotskyite poli- 
tical system? Why do the Cannons and 
Shachtmans build a Chinese wall of 
falsification around their own polit- 
ical history? Because upon this 
falsification, evasion and insolence 
their "movements" rest. Their 
"parties" will collapse like rotten 
hulks when the workers discover that 
the real foundation of the Cannon and 
the Shachtman "movements" is support to 
Stalinist and other reactionary decep- 
tions, hypocritical self-praise, po~ 
litical dishonesty — when the vic- 
tims of Cannon and Shachtman learn 
that their "leaders" are a set of 
adroit "revolutionary" adventurers 
who, together with the Stalinist and 
Social Democratic burocrats, have been 


for years pulling wool over the 
workers! eyes. 


Ge M. 
October 1942 
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WHY EASTMAN AND NOT TROTSKY? 


N 1925 Max Eastman wrote a book, 


Since Lenin Died, which many 
years later The Militant recommended 


to its readers for an understanding of 


events in Russia and in the Comintern. 


The Militant, in 1930, referred to the 


book as the first to tell the inside 
story of what was happening in the 
Russian Communist Party. 

The Militant's advertisement of 


Eastman's book reads: 


"Since Lenin Died by Max Eastman 

"The book that first told the 

inside story of the struggle 

between the Opposition and the 
beaurceracy in tho Communist 

Party in Russia. The details of 

how the conspiracy was hatched 

against Leon Trotsky by Stalin, 

Zinoviev, Bucharin and others, 

was recounted originally in this 

excellent volume. It is invalu- 
able for an understanding of 
present day events in Russian 
and world Communist movement." 

(The Militant, May 3, 1930. © My 

emphasis — D.S.) 

The question this advertisement 
raises in tho mind of the discerning 
political reader is: How did it hap- 
pen that not Trotsky but Eastman was 
the first +o come out with an account 
of a conspiracy hatched against Trot- 


sky? 


Upon reading Eastman's work the 
matter becomes even more baffling, be+ 
Cause One learns that had he followed 


Trotsky's advice he would never have 
come out with what the Trotskyites 
call this first revelation of certain 


secret machinations in the Russian 
Communist Party. Eastman in his book 
uncovers the fact that Lenin left a 
letter or "Will" calling for the re- 
moval of Stalin as General Secretary. 


But Trotsky, for some peculiar reason, 
did not want this "Will" to be publi- 
cized and, according to Eastman, in- 


atructed him to keep it secret} East- 
man Yrelates his conversation with 


Trotsky: 
“Our first conversation was in 
regard my biographical portrait 


of his youth. It occurred,however, 
in the midst of the clamour about 
'The New Course,! and I asked him 
one or two quastions about that. 
All that I learned from him I have 
attributed to him in the text. 
Subsequently I met him for a moment 
accidentally: I told him then that 
I knew about 'The Testament of Len- 
in,' and he told me to regard yhat- 
Taat has been an additional reason 
for my delay in writing this ar- 

ticle." (Max Eastman, Since Lenin 
Died, footnote on pe 26. My em 
phasis - D.S.) 


Only after some deliberation did 
Eastman finally decide to disregard 
Trotsky's strange instructions and to 
tell wnat he lmew of the situation in 
the RYssian Party. It should be noted 
that, to Eastman, Trotsky did not deny 
the existence of "The Testament of 
Lenin";'' in actuality he corroborated 
Eastman's knowledge by asking for sec- 
recy on the latter's part. 


Waen Eastman, rejecting Trotsky's 
directive, published his knowledge of 
Lenin's Testament, Trotsky vehcomently 
denied the existence of such a Testa~ 
ment and branded Eagtman a liar} 


"Comrade Lenin has not left ayy 
‘will'..... All talk with regard to 
@ concealed or mutilated ‘will! ds 
nothing but a despicable lie......" 
(L.Trotsky, Inprecorr, Sep.e3, 1925. 

pe 1005.) 
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As we have show, the Trotskyites 
in 1930 recommended Eastman's book, 
calling it an excellent volume, "inva- 
luable for an understanding of present 
day events in Russian and world Com- 
munist movement." But in 1925 Trotsky 
slandered the book, calling it a 
"botched work," and declared to the 
proletariat that Eastman was serving 
the interests of counter-revolution: 


"There is no sincere worker who 
will believe in the picture painted 
by Eastman. It contains within 
4tself its own refutation. Whatever 
Eastman's intentions may be, this 
piece of botched work is none the 
less objectively a tool of counter- 
revolution, and can solely serve 
the ends of the incarnate enemiss 
of commnism and of the revolutione" 
(Ibid, Pe 1006. ) 


Though Eastman's book revealed 
much of the corruption in the buroc- 
ratized ReC.P.e it was not a complete 
“inside story" of what was happening 
between Stalin and Trotsky. Eastman 
did not, for instance, explain why 
Trotsky asked him to keep secret a do- 
cument which, if put into effect, would 
have struck a severe dlow at Stalin 
and his corrupt system. 


It is noteworthy that while the 
editors of The Militant on more than 
one occasion presented Eastman's book 
to the workers as one worthy of care— 
ful study, they diplomatically refrain 
ed from making any reference to these 
private instructions of Trotsky to 
Eastman to keep Lenin's Testament an 
“absolute secret." 


Stalin suppressed everything that 
would tend to disclose to the masses 
the fact that Lenin's policy was to 
remove him and demolish him political- 
ly. Trotsky's confidential instruc- 
tions to Eastman as well as his attack 
upon Eastman for revealing much truth 
about the burocratic intrigues in the 
Party were not isolated instances of 
Trotsky's collaboration with the Stal- 
in olique in suppressing Lenin's anti- 
Stalin line. 


Lenin's document in which the 
line for the removal of Stalin was set 
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in plain terms was written at the end 
of 1922 and early in 1923. According 
to Trotsky, 1t was read in secret be- 
fore the leaders of the Party on May 
22, 1924 (The Suppressed Testament of 
Lenin, p. 11), over a year before he 
came out in condemnation of Eastman. 
Facts show that this was not the only 
anti-Stalin document that Lenin wrote. 
At the end of 1922 Lenin, on his sick 
bed, wrote a letter in which he con- 
demned Stalin for Great Russian 
nationalism. This document, together 
with other letters and notes, was 
called a “bomb" against Stalin, and 
was intended by Lenin for the Twelfth 
Congress of the Party, held in the 
Spring of 1923. All this was know to 
Trotsky at that time (My Life, pe482). 
Trotsky not only knew of Lenin's Ine 
but he actually received the papers 
that comprised the "bombe" Trotsky 
relates that Glasser,Lenin's secretary, 
handed over to him these documents. 
Glasser told Trotsky— 


“tand he [Lenin] instructed me to 
hand over to you all the manv- 
scripts that were to make part of 
his bomb for the twelfth congress, '" 
(My Life, p. 484.) 


The question is, Why did Trotsky 
keep silent about Lenin's policy to- 
ward Stalin? At the height of power, 
Trotsky at that time was the most 
popular figure in the Soviet Union and 
in the Comintern, next to Lenin. 
whereas Stalin's existence was not 
even known to the wide masses. A cor.- 
rect answer to the question why Trot- 
sky maintained silence about the 
Lenin-Stalin antagonism will give an 
idea why it was not Trotsky, a vital 
and central figure, but Eastman, a 
political dilettante and journalist, a 
more or less accidental factor in the 
situation, who was the first +o come 
out with some revelations about the 
burocratic corruption of the leader- 
ship of the Russian Communist Party. 


It is sufficient to investigate 
the political atmosphere of the 
Twelfth Cangress and Trotsky's line at 
that gathering, which Lenin had de- 
Bignated as the arena for exploding 
his "bomb," to establish whether Trot— 
sky stood with Lenin or with Stalin at 
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the very inception of the Stalinist 


degeneration of the Party. The Con- 
gress, as is known, wes not attended 
by Lenin due to his physical collapses 


The pages of Pravda and other Sovist 
papers were ablaze with reports about 


the unprecedented unity among the 
leaders — Stalin, Trotsky and others. 
Trotsky "forgot" about the "bomb" in 
his portfolio, and in his speech at 
the Twelfth Congress did not even hint 
at Lenin's line against Stalin. The 
Stalinist Trio — Zinoviev, Kamenev 
and Staline led the Congress politice 
ally and all their resolutions were 


adopted unanimously. Effervescing 
with enthusiasm and joy, Stalin 
declared: 


"T mst say, that it is a long 
time since I have scen such a Con- 
gress, unified, inspired by one 
idea... I regret that Com. Lenin 
is not here. If he were here, I 
think he would have said: 'For 25 
years I nursed the party and final- 
ly nursed it to maturity.'" (J. 
Stalin, Pravda, April 20, 1923.) 


Trotsky, who was a member of the 
Presidium of the Twelfth Congress — 
the first Stalinist Congress — gave 
full support to Stalin's political and 
organizational line of burocratism and 
corruption. He did it quite consc ious- 
ly, knowing all the time that the Len- 
inist line was to open a fight against 
Stalin and his clique. Such was the 
treachery of all the burocratic lead- 
ers acting behind the back of Lenin 
who ".... was systematically preparing 
to deliver at the twelfth congress a 


crushing bdlow-at Staline." (My Life, 
p. 480). At the Twelfth Congress 


Trotsky cemented his political ties 
with the Stalin clique. 


Thus, Trotsky suppressed Lenin's 
"bomb" and later participated with 
Stalin in suppressing all other anti- 
Stalin documents of Lenin, including 
the Testament. His public denial of 
Lenin's Testament in 1925 had already 
been foreshadowed as early as April 
1923. He had aligned himself with the 
Stalin clique and there he was to 
remain, unequivocally, until ousted by 
Stalin who maneuvered to seize all 
power for himself. Like others who 
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were to share sucha fate (Zinoviev, 
Kamenev, Bukharin, etc.) Trotsky as- 
sumed the guise of an "oppositionist." 
The very fact that Trotsky and his 
Cannons and Shachtmans were compelled 
tO make use of a book which only 
yesterday the leader of this "Left Op- 
position" had slandered as a book 
filled with lies, serving the inter— 
ests of counter-revolution, is an ex- 
cellent indication of the spuri ous 
nature of this "opposition." Unlike 
Trotsky, Eastman had no ties with the 
Stalinist clique and hence could tell 
what he mew. His only hesitation was 
due to Trotsky's request to keep sec~ 
ret what he Ikmew. Trotsky withheld 
the truth, and denied the truth when 
it was published. To the workers he 
made grandiose speeches about the re- 
volutionary character of the leader- 


ship of the Party, i.e., the Stalinist 
gang i= 

"... it suffices to ask: ‘If we 
assume that the malicious charact- 
erisation of our leading Party com 
rades given by Eastman is only 
partly correct, how is it possible 
that this Party should have omerged 
from long years of illogal struggle, 


how could it stand at the head of 
masses of millions carried through 
the greatest revolution of the 


world, and further the formation of 


revolutionary parties in other 
countries?!" (L, Trotsky, Inter- 


national Press Corr ondence, Sept. 
3, 1925, p. 1004.) 

Many years later, outside the So- 
viet Union, Trotsky played the role of 
all loyal oppositions. He accused 
Stalin of withholding from the Party 
knowledge of Lenin's letter on the 
National Question, tut concealed the 
fact that as a member of the Presidium 
of the 12th Congross he participated 
in this suppression. He accused Stal- 
in of suppressing Lenin's Testament¢ 
but concealed his own participation in 
this suppression. Sixteen years after 
Lenin died Trotsky wrote an article 
hinting at the poisoning of Lenin by 
Stalin. But this story which ho pub- 
lished in 1940 was lnowmn to him in 
1923 and 1924, yet for sixteen yoars 
he remained silent, protecting Stalin. 
In 1924 when Trotsky's power and 
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thorit i111 enormous such 
RGR EEN Peart ee been a bomb- 


shell to blast Stalin off his pinnacle. 
In 1940 his article made hardly a rip- 
ple. 


Thus a certain amount of investi- 
gation of Trotsky's role in the Stal- 
inist degeneration of the Soviet Union, 
provides an adequate answer to the 
question "Why Eastman and not Trotsky?" 


Eastman did not publish the full 
inside story of events in Russia, per- 
haps because he did not Ilmnow them. 
Trotsky knew. But publication of the 
truth was not in Trotsky's interest. 
Like Stalin, Zinoviev, Kamenev, Radek, 
Bukharin and other degenerated leaders 
he had told too many lies, was guilty 
of too many suppressions and distor- 
tions, of participation in fostering 
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the cancer of bvurocratism which haa 
brought the Soviet Union to the brink 


of annihilation. Although Cannon and 
Shachtman in 1930 gave the impression 
that they were anxious to have the 
“inside story" told, this was, indeed, 
furthest from their desire = and re- 
mains so. Exposure of Trotsky's role 
means automatic exposure of Cannon and 
Shachtman, albeit in addition they 
have a long opportunist record of 
their own to worry about. It is in 
their interest to contime to spread 
the illusion that Trotsky carried out 
Lenin's line and fought Stalin. This 
illusion amongst the workers is the 
political life-blood of Cannon-Shacht- 
man: & C6. 
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